'the Committee, and in reply to a letter from me on the subject, a general practitioner who had been for many years -established in a large country town said that he had a number 'of untrained midwives in practice near him, but that they always sent for assistance when anything went wrong, that he knew of no cases of malpraxis and consequently saw '.no necessity for legislation. Shortly after this another medical man wrote to me, quite independently, relative to the terrible state of things in this same neighbourhood, and said 'that a local farmer had been so much impressed by what he had seen that he had collected a sum of money and had established a trained midwife, and, I believe, very successfully. I cannot but compare Mr. Sers with the medical man who was ignorant of what occurred in his own neighbourhood. I should like to ask him what amount of knowledge he himself usually acquires when he attends a natural labour. rHe fears that medical men will lose their knowledge if it is ,not kept up by attending such cases, but he forgets that our heading obstetricians never see them except, as one told me, when he attends the wife of one of his colleagues. They are, . of course, exceptional men ; but, although I have kept notes of nearly every confinement I have ever attended, I find that I learn little except when I collate the cases, and even then .am pretty sure to find the fact noted in one or other of the text-books on the subject. How can a natural labour assist one in the high forceps operation, for example ? ? In other branches of the profession one is not always dissecting or ..studying practical physiology, and yet one is not considered ignorant on this account. Mr. Sers might as well talk of the opportunities of studying children which we waste in not "turning ourselves into children's nurses. In asking why .-certificated midwives have not already superseded " Gamps," Mr. Sers shows he has not grasped either the magnitude of the question or the newly risen demand amongst the richer "classes for midwives as monthly nurses, nor does he know the extreme poverty, ignorance and conservatism of the class -attended by "Gamps," which add so many difficulties to the {problem.
May I point out to Dr. Attbill that the proposal to place all midwives now in practice on a midwives' register has been abandoned for that contained in Clause 3 of the report. SIRS,-I have read Dr. Gowers's philosophical and most instructive lecture, your own able leading article and the admirable letter of Dr. Wilks with the deepest interest. They -one and all form valuable additions to the somewhat obscure literature on this subject. Nevertheless, I would ask you to allow me to make a few remarks, from the standpoint of my individual experience, on each of them. I am thoroughly in accord with Dr. Wilks when he says in his letter that" the !nervous symptoms of influenza constitute a very essential part fthecomplaint." Thattheyare, strictlyspeaking, "primary" is, I venture to think, doubtful, for surely there must be some antecedent cause, some subtle poison to produce so profound :an effect on the nervous system. Then as to there ever being an entire absence of fever, to which you allude in your leading article, I am, I confess, somewhat sceptical. I have often in ,cases of influenza failed to detect any present fever, and the temperature has remained throughout persistently subnormal, but I have always been able to obtain some presumptive .evidence of a previous short period of high temperature.
It is one of the most characteristic features of influenza that 'the temperature rapidly rises and then comes down " with a run" and remains permanently low. Whatever may eventually prove to be the contagium of influenza, there can be no doubt that the nervous system bears the full brunt of the :attack, producing a general neuritis. This is why the symptoms attributed to it are so protean and often contradictory, and this is why influenza-the "influence "-(though certainly vague)-is not so bad a name as many others suggested ; at any rate it expresses what I believe to be a fact, that during the prevalence of any epidemic of influenza, when the air is presumably laden with pathogenic matters, all concurrent diseases are more or less influenced by it and assume an adynamic type.
The nervous symptoms, which Dr. Gowers speaks of as the " sequelts " of influenza, exist from the very beginning of the attack (as Dr. Wilks clearly points out), and are a very essential part of the disease, though they undoubtedly become much intensified later on. The extreme nervous prostration is, indeed, almost the only symptom of true influenza which is never absent-I say almost, because I have never yet failed in a typical case to detect some pneumonic dulness, which, however, is often very limited in extent and is generally unaccompanied by "lung symptoms," and consequently often escapes notice. The nerve prostration, the passive pneumonia, and the sweats are almost invariable accompaniments of true influenza. The persistent heart weakness and intense, almost craven, nervous depression, are also most characteristic, and probably depend on actual microscopic changes in the muscular fibres of the heart and in the nerves, such as are known to occur in anthrax and diphtheria. So persistent are the sweats and nervous prostration that I have often diagnosed a previous influenza, of which the patient has had no suspicion ; indeed, I am convinced that many more people have had typical influenza than is sup. posed, though, on the other hand, many protest that they have suffered from it when they have only had a severe cold. In my experience the catarrhal form of influenza has been the most rare, the lungs and intestinal tract suffering the most, though severe rheumatic pains are just now very prevalent. It is curious how influenza "hits you when you are down,"
how prone it is to attack those who are worn with work and worry, the old, the feeble, the diseased, how it seizes on the "point of least resistance," how it wakes into activity any dormant mischief of a damaged organ and fans the flame of latent disease ; and thus the already undermined citadel of life succumbs to the attack. SIRS,-In the last issue of THE LANCET you deplore the overcrowding of the profession. Will you allow me to point out that if medical men would cease to employ unqualified assistants and only engage those who are qualified there would be work for all those who are registered. It would be an excellent thing if the General Medical Council would wrestle with this important matter at their next session and at once declare that any medical man who retains the service of an unqualified person who is not a bon&acirc;-fide medical and registered student studying as a pupil will be, if brought before them, declared guilty of infamous conduct. Their present declaration is not strong enough and its tone is not sufficiently clear to be understood by all. A medical man only a short time since who had a branch surgery three miles away from his house under the charge of an unqualified assistant was indignant with me for venturing to suggest to him that this was a case of covering, and hundreds of men fail to understand this term. Cases of qualified men with unqualified assistants of double their age-men who have been assistants for years and yet are assumed to be ' pupils "-are come across constantly. It is impossible, of course, to destroy this evil, or rather fraud, at once. It is a distinct fraud on the public, especially where the attendance of the unqualified assistant is charged for, as it so often is, and perhaps it is not generally known that to so charge is distinctly illegal, and no sums for such attendance can be recoveied by law.
It is no answer to say that unqualified assistants are so much better than qualified : that is absurd. I daresay they are cheaper, but at any moment they may involve their principals in a collision with the law. The reason why so much quackery is rampant in England is that the public find unqualified practice even amongst the ranks of the qualified, and it is difficult, therefore, for them to see any virtue in medical education and diplomas. It is grossly unfair to the public and still more unfair to the newly qualified medical man that this evil should continue, and the longer it exists the worse will be the state of the medical profession. If the practice continues it will be impossible to find work for those who are qualified. Practices will be more and more in the hand of a few registered men who will "use" II dozens of unqualified assistants. There is another matter to which I wish to call attention. There is a great lack of properly trained male nurses in this country, and for a certain
